1o Meiny D&?\SL | PQ;\:\OC+ Wt

O T\J | T Wouwld \(\uﬁ.b SRL Lo V)
et WY C LQC\\,\ A \, 4

. | e hoe c&ua\\b oL ‘P(ijﬂ”w
M ed WY,
Cod . B \ i
\.,\/i'\a”{‘ We See oHn ‘. Shoald i;ﬁ
LU et

uoant T Peadle ond oup
| (@“\?\*& o e oy Fhe Seut

+\(\~y View

Hud D\Q v\@y ) ‘ Ol ) e
Wy 5
) of Clae ¢ OM\V\‘H”/\ dUCCess
Moo e Nve o STeQP e
{ YO\\,}\/\j M tem \

”,l l/\ » “- - < ] | <
N - Tomghts
W W O hid ve e Tt Fewpts Fhan
. Fhaw 4 T dyashes
Ctirama V\ngbww.i P2 et Wy chdrey
4w GO Y1 N7 ‘

-

; : - . L ' { { /) {j |
- bud T hovsavd of O hare TURL
rarental Qudance -

I
— .V\/\Y{ N \F\ \r\ \j"\\@ VWA L J,J\ r

I
Coding 3F Sk ma- ho lp ot e g ¢ res,

SId N Y1



b L

100 (.S Ooerer No, 92-55

OFEice OF Secgetaly
FaC
(919

ST
FCCMalL B~

o, @Lsklmqfoz\ljm@_ggf _0s5Y
- Mares 3-a¥97

KA E7 Flank st

) "'[piaﬂqo@a%
Yrepled oo )__2’)’\,@) $E€709

Re. WV Qariigs _sustem

AS & parent or 3 ChildRen

e Peed 4o howe a Colitent has.d

Radings _System ot Tetls Qeople

‘—Q)@/@e'l% Lhatls |'A &P)@o@ﬂ% (a,,uol

— Loe_ peed ‘f@

5 cavtn s

platorm st haid

L]



Merch 25, 1387

Chairmen Resd Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission
1919M StraetN. W, Room 222 QQ\\Q,\\\“-
Washington, DC 20554 ¢ SN
A
Deer Chaimman Hundt and Commissioners: QQQ“‘

RE:CSDocket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

|am wiiting on behelf of the Nationel PTA and Jamestown City Councll PTAto voice our oppositiontothe vchiprating
system s presented by Jack Yelenti, Chalr of the T Ralting implementetion Group, on Januery 17, 1987, Theraling
symbol onthe TV screen does not provide aulficient contant informetion so thel parenta can meke decisions about whet
ls appropriate TV programiming forthelr children, Major surveys relessed this fell which demonstrate overwhedming
perent preference for arating system thet gives perents inforetion about the content of progrems were conducted by
the Nationel PTA, U.5. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterfRoper. Parents donot wantthe TYindustry
tointerpret whet is best fortheirchidren. Parents wanttomeke those choices themselves based on content
informnation about the program. Anyreting system without content descriptions onthe screen and publiclzed in
perodicals thet cany TV scheduling la useisss,

The FCC, bylaw, is raquiradto detemnine whetherthe indualry's reting system has met statutoryrequirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1988, We donot believe this system dosa ao end ask thet the FCC not approve the industry
raling system. instead, werequest the following:

*Thel underno circumstences should the FCC approve the indusiry's reting system. Further,the FCCahould accept
norating system thet does notinciude content informetion about programs such as ¥ (forviolence], Siforsexual
depiction and nudity] and L{forlenguage);

*That the FCC require & Y-chip band broad enoughthal would slow parenta torecelve morethen onerelting system;

*Thel the reling lcon onthe TY acreen be made larger, mors prominently placed onthe acreen, and appesr more
fraguently during the course of & program;

*That the reling bosrd be independent of the industryandthe FCC and thel i include perents; and

*T het any reling system Approved bythe FCC be evalusted byindspendent ressarchto detamine of i mests the
needs of parents.

Thank youtorthiz opportunityto comment on anisaue soimporant to children and tamilies,

mggﬁvds e

Disna Lindstrom
Jamestown, NY 14701

No. of CCEDies' rec’d 0
¥ —
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March 21,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissionars
G/0 Fedaral Communications Commission Si e
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222 IR

Washingtan, DG 20554 . RIGNA-
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissionars:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Jamestown City Council PTA to voice our opposition to the v-
ehip rating system as presented by Jack Yalenti, Chair of the TY Rating Implemsntation Group, on January
17,1997, The rating symbal on the TY soreen 0oes not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what 1s appropriate TY programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
infor-matton about the content of programs were conductsd by the National PTA, 445 Maws and Worid Repor!,
and Media Studies Center/Raper. Parents do not want the TY industry to interpret what is bast for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themsalves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TY
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, 15 requirad to determine whethar the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the
FCC not approve the industry rating system. instsad, we request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content Information about programs such as ¥ (for violence),
5(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L{for language);

*That the FCC requirs a Y-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
ystem;

*That the rating 1con on the TY screen be mads largsr, mora praminently placed on tha screen, and appear
mora frequently during the course of a program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parants; and

*That any rating system Approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine of it mests
the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an tssue so important to children and fam1liss.

Jincersly,

‘ 772(%0/6» k///vyé&
Ma

rsha Thorpe
Jamestown | NY 14701
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Comissioners gy € = QPN QR\G\“PL S
¢/o Federal Communications Commision DCM e ‘ o

1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222 R
Washington, D.C. 20554 , TNy

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners.
RE: CS Docket No.97-55,FCC 97-34

I am / We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jarman Elementary School PTA of Tulsa,
Oklahoma to voice my / our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Impiementation Group, On January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry {0 interpret what is best for their children. Parenis
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that camy TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating studies has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

o That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity),
and L (for language);

s That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

+ That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

e That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

¢ Thati any rating sysiem appioved by the FCC e evaluaiet by independent research o
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

~ Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

faey v %M%W?/

Tulsa, Okiahoma

i, of Copies rec’d C)
List ABCDE




Marceh 10, 1997

Charmon Reed Hund b and FCC Comsaissioners FCC MAEL ROF)M
TR e A RTL

¢/o Federal Communications Conr,tssion

1919 M Street NJW., Room 222 ‘MR [ 1997

We-shington, DC 20554 RF( A ﬁ\/En

a» Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: ?\\‘EGO?\{ QR\G\“N‘

RE: CS Docket-No. 97-55, FCC 97 - 34

FramwriLing on behalf of the Nai:onal PTA and the West Viirginia PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating s vstem as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Implementation Group, »n January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content informa'ion so that parents can
m:<e decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.
Mwjor surveys released this fall whichdemonstrate overvhelming parent preference
‘or & rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
viere conducted by the National FTA, U.S. News and Wor ld eport, and Media Studies
Cenler/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
theeiv ehibdren. Parents want te inake those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions

oby che screen and publicized in poeriodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The 1FCC, by law, is required to ¢ietermine whether the industry's rating system
has mel statutory requirements of the Telecommunicaticis Act of 1996, 1 do not
befieve this system does so and azk that the FCC not approve the industry rating

~ystem. Instead, I request the following:

* That under no circumstance s should the FCC approv+ the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC ¢oould accept no rating system that does not
include content information aboul programs such as V(for violence), S(for

v

sexual depiction and nudiyv) and 1L{(for language),

Mo, of Gepies rec'd 0
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* That the PCC require a Vochip band broad cnough tial would allow pacenis

to receive more than one rovting systeom;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and :.ppear more frequently during the course of a

programs;

* Thal the rating board be independent of the indusiry and the FCC and that

it include parents; and

* That any raling system approved by the P'CC be evaluated by independent

research to determine if 11 meets the needs of parents.

Thank yvou for this opportunity to comment on an issue s important to children

ad families.

Stheerely,

5@@27%@/@@
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Warren Twp. PTA

Warren Central High School
9301 II. 18th Street
Indpls., In. 46229

March 19, 1997,

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners ‘?\FCC MA’
c¢/o Federal Communications Commission . ‘
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222 Q{Q§£§& ) 'L’F?()()nﬁ

Washington, D.C. 20554 Q‘§<§\i}}) MAR 3 11997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: '

RECEIVED

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Warren Township PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that wives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on confent
information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
schednling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’ s rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does s¢ and ask the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

~- That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’'s rating
svstem. Further. the FCC should accept no rating svstem that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence). S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language}:

--That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating syvstem:

~--That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a

programs;

~=That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

-~That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated hy independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

Sincerely. N°4”009$smmﬁ (D
List ABCDE T
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BENTON MIDDLE SCHOOL PTA
15709 OLIVE BRANCH DR. LA MIRADA. CA 90633
(310) 9431553

March 23, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners B

c/o Federal Communications Commission eE \Q\“ -
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 IYCA e

Washington, DC. 20554 RRAY Ay

O b
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Benton Middie School PTA, which is 1,000
members strong, to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol
on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their childiren. Major surveys released
this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S.
News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry
to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions
on the screen and publicized in periodicals that camry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so
and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:
* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such a V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely,

Benton PTA
La Mirada, California

No. of Ceples rec'd
L& SE ALBCEIE
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March 25, 1997

Mr. Reed Hundt & the FCC Commission

Office of the Secretary

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 \NN-
Washington, DC 20554 DOCKET FILE COPY ORIG |

Dear Mr. Hundt & FCC Commission:

I am writing to let you know that | oppose, not only as a member of
PTA, but also personally, the proposed age-based television rating
system. | want to see content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals to be able to make wise choices as to what
my children and grand-children view on television in my home. |
would like to know if a movie or program has occasional, frequent or
wide-spread sex, violence or explicit language.

| appreciate your consideration in this matter and hope my opinion
has influence in your decision.

Sincerely

Alice Klein

No. of Copies rec'd 0
i.ist ABCDE




March 27, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N. W., Room 222 BES
Washington, DC 20554 )

Wy
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: DQQ\(E‘ E‘-"t
RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, 4CC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Los Naranjos school to voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that partents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their
children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a
rating system that gives parents information about the content of the program or ADVERTISMENT
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless. Commercials should also be included in on this rating system.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as
V for violence, S for sexual depiction and nudity and L for language;

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program or commercial;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Ly T
inda Tebo,
Irvine, California

No. of Cepies rec’do
List ABCLE




March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners . .
¢/o Federal Communications Commission DOCKET F".E COPY OR'GM R
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Rockville Centre PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.
Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system
has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1986. I do not
believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

® That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s
rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that
does not include content information about programs such as V (for
viclence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language):

® That the FCC require a V-Chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

® That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of
a program;

¢ That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and
that it include parents, and

® That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of the parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children
and families.

Sincerely, - 2
B / S T~ O
/ / M. of Copies rec'd.
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March 24, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners A b

c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 ST

Washington, DC 20554 DOCKE™=tr ome ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing you on behalf of the National PTA and the Harmony Elementary PTA which is part of US
District #229. 1 oppose the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents may make their own decisions about which shows are
appropriate for their children to watch. Parents certainly do not want the TV industry to interpret what is
best for our children. We want to make those choices ourselves based on content information about the
programs. As far as I’m concerned rating systems without content descriptions are useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does so and ask tht the
FCC not approve the industry rating system. Please consider the following:
Under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as

V(violence), S(sexual depiction and nudity) and L(language).

FCC should require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system

The rating icon on the TV screen should be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program

The rating board should be independent of the industry and the FCC and it should include parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

,\fiafere\ly, ,
]\‘\Jlic&e&kgéiyulegy |

Overland Park, KS

No. of Copies rec'd ___Q____
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 LI R C0PY ORIGINAL
Washington, DC 20554 T

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:,
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Franklin Twp PTA of Warren County, NJ to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory requirements of

the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the

industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language),

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system,

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program,

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the
needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
SN Vi K
SUsHnne | 2/#,"5 Ko )
lde’i%)&wj , 77€ e/ /;L&M/

No. of Co rfzes rec'd
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March 1997  JCKET EILE COPY ORIGINAL I -

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: e 997
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 N

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Farr West PTA to voice our opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV program-
ming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statu-
tory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so
and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language):

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system:

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program:

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and it meets the needs of parents.

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to de-
termine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
- .. Sincerely,

Lisa Egbert, PTX President
~ Farr West, Utah

No. of Copies rec' 0
List ABC!%JE B —
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McCants Middie Schesl
2123 Marchhanks lvenus
Andorson, Seuth Carelina 29621 ~CC }AL RO

EAT S T
March 28, 1997 Hes o 11997
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners RE P Vnd o
c/o Federal Communications Commission T
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: L mADY N.\\G\NN.

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 DOUKEs - =

We (1150 PTA members) are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the McCants Middle School PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996.1 (we) do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry

rating system. Instead, we request the following:
e  That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no

rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

¢ That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating system,

e That the rating icon on the TV screen he made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

e  That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

e  That any rating system approved by the FCC he evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincerely,

JA,«,A%L,ui L. Bl
Margaret C. Oliver, President

McCants Middle School PTA
Anderson, South Carolina 29621
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners \\\g\\w Q J i 1997 i{, L

c/o Federal Communications Commission el B\ a

1919 M Steet N'W,, Room 222 A : ;f,' VT
 Washington, DC 20554 P\ 7

R.B CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the Nanonal PTA and the M____Q_ (local councxl dls-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry

- TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine wheihér the ihdustry’s rating system has met statutory

requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC requxre a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system. “ :

* That the ratmg icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frcqucntly during the course of a program,;

* That the rating board be independent of the mdustry and the FCC and that it mclude parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be eva.luated by independent research to determmc if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to chxldten and farmhes

Smcerely \/LcQ‘,,, [_. [ @4
7;7
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners 7
c/o Federal Communications Commission B e 8
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 " N
Washington, DC 20554
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Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

| am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Park Village Eiementary School PTA
to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted
by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not what the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this

system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,

we request the following:

e That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

o That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

No. of o’
7930 Pack Village Road « San Dicgo, CA 92129 i atiries fec dL—

Phone: (619) 484-5621 « FAX (619) 484-5138
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Parent Teacher Association

e That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a

program;

¢ That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include parents; and

o That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely,
loria Lew, President
Park Village Elementary PTA

7930 Park Village Road » San Diego, CA 92129
Phone: (619) 484-5621 » FAX (619) 484.5138
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C/0 Federal Communications Commission JIfm ™y
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Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission%“j?&%@@ﬁ uﬁ
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Ocean Avenue
School PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system

as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implemen-
tation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the

TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. I do not want the TV industry
to interpret what is best for my children. I want to make those
choices based on content information about the program. Any
rating system without content descriptions on the screen and pub-
licized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommu-
nications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
wve request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S
(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important
to children and families.

Sincerely, .
& /((Z/udézu
{ /)/ 267/2)77005% f/(/ R _ Mool Coples rac'd O

Middletown, NJ List A3CTE
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Dear Chairman Hundt and Comm1851on§££%&1.!
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Ocean Avenue
School PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system

as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implemen-
tation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the

TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. I do not want the TV industry
to interpret what is best for my children. I want to make those
choices based on content information about the program. Any
rating system without content descriptions on the screen and pub-
licized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommu-
nications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S
(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important
to children and families.

Sincerely,

7 | / _ ’ \/ e y O
Lt oo ke for _ No o oples e

Middletown, NJ ““
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Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners' ETTE ey

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Ocean Avenue
School PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system

as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implemen-
tation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the

TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. I do not want the TV industry
to interpret what is best for my children. I want to make those
choices based on content information about the program. Any
rating system without content descriptions on the screen and pub-
licized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommu-
nications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S
(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC reguire a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program; '

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important
to children and families.

Slncerely, 2 )
. e Ve o
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission .
1919 M Street NW, Room 222 OOCKET FILE COPY QRIGINAL

Washington DC 20554
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Spring Forest Middle School PTA to voice
my opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report , and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make these choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request the following:

o That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

o That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

o That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

¢ That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine

if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families

Sincerely,

: p N, of Cepigs rec'd O
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners m 5 l&
c¢/o Federal Communications Commission ;
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 FCC MAIL R -

Washington, DC 20554
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Pacific Middle School PTSA to voice our
opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications act of 1966. We do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

=> That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

= That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

= That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

=> That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to eur children and families.

Sincerely,

o
Wadhwani

Secretary

Pacific Middle School PTSA

Des Moines, Washington 0
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